
From:
To:
Date:

Kelly Williams <okwill@intellinet.com>

A16.A16(rm87~CK.E.1 rllE('('jPv I \~:1Il ,lNl\l
5/13/96 2:06prhl\.l I r. f. . j ,

RECEIVED

MAY 13 \996

fEDERAL COMMUNlCA1l0NS COMMISSION
OFfiCE OF SECRETARV

UNITED STATES citizens

Internet phone, Web talk

>A response to :
> Report No. CC 96-10 COMMON CARRIER ACTION
>March 25,1996 > COMMON CARRIER BUREAU CLARIFIES AND EXTENDS REQUEST FOR COMMENT
ON
>ACTA PETITION RELATING TO "INTERNET PHONE" SOFTWARE AND HARDWARE - RM >No.8775
>
> in order to promote electronic commerce by facilitating the use >of >
or Cuseeme like software >,
>and for other purposes.
> we the undersigned declare the above action to be an >infringement on >
ability to use the Information Super >Highway. >
> In that:
>

> (1) The ability to digitize information makes
> carrying out tremendous amounts of commerce and > personal communication electronically possible,
> (2) Miniaturization, disturbed computing, and
> reduced transmission costs make communication via
> electronic networks a reality.
> (3) The explosive growth in the Internet and > other computer networks reflects the potential
> growth of electronic commerce and personal
> communication.
> (4) The Internet and the global information
> infrastructure have the potential to revolutionize
> the way individuals and businesses conduct business.
> (5) United States computer, computer software and
> hardware, communications and electronics business are > leading the world technology revolution
as those
> businesses have developed and are prepared to offer > immediately to computer users worldwide a
variety of > communications and computers hardware and computer
> software that provide audio and video service,
> (6) United States businesses seek to market the
> products described in paragraph (5) in competition
> with scores of foreign businesses in many countries
> that offer similar, and frequently better products and programs.
> (7) UNITED STATES businesses have been discouraged
> from further developing and marketing products with > phone or video phone services because of
regulatory efforts
> by large corporate communications organizations, acting through >the > Federal Communications
Commission. > >
> > (8) The Federal Communication Commission is ignoring the fact >that-
> (A) there is no demonstrated public
> demand for features which give > phone companies exclusive access to international
>communications
> and > (B) numerous alternatives are available commercially > from foreign
suppliers and free of charge
> from the Internet.
> (C) the communications act of 1934 is outdated and in >need > of modification due to
technological advances in
> international communications
> (9) In order to promote electronic commerce in the
> twenty-first century to realize the full > potential of the Internet and other computer
> networks- > (A) United States businesses should be > encouraged to
develop and market products
> and programs offering phone and video phone services; >and > (B) the Federal Government
should be prohibited
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> from promulgating regulations and adopting
> policies that discourage the use and sale of
> communications technology.
> (10) Should rules be enacted to restrict Internet >communications
> Laws will be required to prevent Government Agencies from >inacting >
to public interests
>
> signed Owen Kelly Williams

regulations detrimental

I furthermore want to say that this is nothing more than thinly veiled effort on the part of ACTA to solicit the
government's help in recovering the money they will lose as a result of the public using free long-distance services
via the internet. ACTA does not have the public's interests in mind; they are acting solely on their own interest,
completely motivated by money. I implore the Federal Government, if there is any honesty, integrity and common
sense left, keep out of this.

- ---- - -
1__1__ 11__II U \ " _I '- Kelly Williams, Technical Advisor
III '_ \I---! _ \ III \111 _ \_I 501-376-1677
1111I111 ---! 1111\ I ---! 1_ 501-376-7676
1_1-1 1-1\_\_1_1-1_1_1 '-1\_1\_1 okwill@intellinet.com



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Preacha <pegasys@teleport.~AA\lCl H ~.
A16.A16(rm8775) \J\J\Jl\~ ."
5/11/962:29am
reference RM No. 8775

RECEIVED

MAY 13 1996

FEDERAl COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
OFFICE OF SECRETARY

taking away the rights of people to communicate over the net would not only mimic naziism, but send the jetsons
back to live with the flintstones thankyou

DC
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To whom it may concern,

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Thomas Wagner <73530.1002@CompuServe.COM>
SYSOP <rm8775@fcc.gov>

~~iZ~;~~i~m OOCKET FILE "iRIGINAl

RECEIVED

MAY 1J 1996
FfDERAL COMMUNI

OFFICE OF~~~~~MM/SSION

Please add my voice to the resounding chorus that is speaking out *AGAINST*
ACTA's petition. (This would be the petition to have the FCC prevent companies from selling software and hardware

products that allow people to make long-distance phone calls using the internet.)

Whatever you can do to further the petition of VON to allow such technologies is much appreciated.

This is great.... I love democracy. now let's hope my voice is heard along with all the other like minded individuals

Regards,
Thomas Wagner
Los Angeles
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RECEIVED

NAY 13 1996
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dear Gentelman,

joseph cox <jjoe@earthlink.net>
A16.A16(rm8775)
5/11/96 3:56pm
internet phone service

FEDERAL COMMUNICAnONS COMMISSION
OFFICE OF SECRETARY

I think we all that use internet services in any way are all looking to see what the federal Goverment does with the
question of internet phone use. It will be interesting to see if big busness has the abality to put the pressure on the
goverment to change or write new laws reguarding internet services. I would like to point out this is a world wide
internet not just a U.S. internet. As far as the long distance phone services is concerened most of us that need to
use long distance phone service will still use long distance carriers because of the privcy factor. Also the internet
phone servers that are being used today don't have the quality, of Sprint,ATT or MCI. At this point in time I think it
would be a bad idea to ban long distance internet phone services.

Thank you,

Joe Cox
jjoe@earthlink.net

A reply woud be much appreciated

I



RECEIVED

NAY 13 1996
FEDERAL. COMMUNI

OFFICE OF~~2~~~MMISS/ON
DOCKET ~\t Err,pv'')RIGINM

COMMON CARRIER ACTION

ke4hfo <ke4hfo@gate.net>
A16.A16(rm8775)
5/12/96 4:23pm
internet phone

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

A response to :
Report No. CC 96-10
March 25, 1996
COMMON CARRIER BUREAU CLARIFIES AND EXTENDS REQUEST FOR COMMENT ON

ACTA PETITION RELATING TO "INTERNET PHONE" SOFTWARE AND HARDWARE - RM No. 8775

in order to promote electronic commerce by facilitating the use of
Internet phone, Web talk or Cuseeme like software, and for other purposes.

we the undersigned declare the above action to be an infringement on
UNITED STATES citizens ability to use the Information Super Highway.

In that:

(1) The ability to digitize information makes
carrying out tremendous amounts of commerce and
personal communication electronically possible.

(2) Miniaturization, disturbed computing, and
reduced transmission costs make communication via
electronic networks a reality.

(3) The explosive growth in the Internet and
other computer networks reflects the potential
growth of electronic commerce and personal
communication.

(4) The Internet and the global information
infrastructure have the potential to revolutionize
the way individuals and businesses conduct business.

(5) United States computer, computer software and
hardware, communications and electronics business are
leading the world technology revolution as those
businesses have developed and are prepared to offer
immediately to computer users worldwide a variety of
communications and computers hardware and computer
software that provide audio and video service.

(6) United States businesses seek to market the
products described in paragraph (5) in competition
with scores of foreign businesses in many countries
that offer similar, and frequently better products and programs

(7) UNITED STATES businesses have been discouraged
from further developing and marketing products with
phone or video phone services because of regulatory efforts
by large corporate communications organizations, acting through the
Federal Communications Commission.

(8) The Federal Communication Commission is Ignoring the fact that-
(A) there is no demonstrated public

demand for features which give
phone companies exclusive access to International communications
and

(B) numerous alternatives are available commercially
from foreign suppliers and free of charge
from the Internet.

(C) the communications act of 1934 is outdated and in need
of modification due to technological advances in



international communications
(9) In order to promote electronic commerce in the

twenty-first century to realize the full
potential of the Internet and other computer
networks-
(A) United States businesses should be

encouraged to develop and market products
and programs offering phone and video phone services; and

(8) the Federal Government should be prohibited
from promulgating regulations and adopting
policies that discourage the use and sale of
communications technology.

(10) Should rules be enacted to restrict Internet communications
Laws will be required to prevent Government Agencies from inacting
regulations detrimental to public interests

Robert Stintzi
Fort Myers 33917

To err is human, but to really screw things up requires a computer

Experience is that marvelous thing that enables you recognize a
mistake when you make it again.

ke4hfo@gate.net ke4hfo@peganet.com



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

<ke4hfo@gate.net>
A16.A16(rm8775)
5/12/96 4:30pm
internet phone

RECEIVED

NAY 13 1996

FEDERAl COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
OFFICE OF SECRETARY

A response to :
Report No. CC 96-10 COMMON CARRIER ACTION

March 25. 1996
COMMON CARRIER BUREAU CLARIFIES AND EXTENDS REQUEST FOR COMMENT ON

ACTA PETITION RELATING TO "INTERNET PHONE" SOFTWARE AND HARDWARE - RM No. 8775

in order to promote electronic commerce by facilitating the use of
Internet phone, Web talk or Cuseeme like software, and for other purposes.

we the undersigned declare the above action to be an infringement on
UNITED STATES citizens ability to use the Information Super Highway.

In that:

(1) The ability to digitize information makes
carrying out tremendous amounts of commerce and
personal communication electronically possible.

(2) Miniaturization, disturbed computing, and
reduced transmission costs make communication via
electronic networks a reality.

(3) The explosive growth in the Internet and
other computer networks reflects the potential
growth of electronic commerce and personal
communication.

(4) The Internet and the global information
infrastructure have the potential to revolutionize
the way individuals and businesses conduct business.

(5) United States computer, computer software and
hardware, communications and electronics business are
leading the world technology revolution as those
businesses have developed and are prepared to offer
immediately to computer users worldwide a variety of
communications and computers hardware and computer
software that provide audio and video service.

(6) United States businesses seek to market the
products described in paragraph (5) in competition
with scores of foreign businesses in many countries
that offer similar, and frequently better products and programs

(7) UNITED STATES businesses have been discouraged
from further developing and marketing products with
phone or video phone services because of regulatory efforts
by large corporate communications organizations, acting through the
Federal Communications Commission.

(8) The Federal Communication Commission is ignoring the fact that-
(A) there is no demonstrated public

demand for features which give
phone companies exclusive access to international communications
and

(B) numerous alternatives are available commercially
from foreign suppliers and free of charge
from the Internet.

(C) the communications act of 1934 is outdated and in need
of modification due to technological advances in



international communications
(9) In order to promote electronic commerce in the

twenty-first century to realize the full
potential of the Internet and other computer
networks-
(A) United States businesses should be

encouraged to develop and market products
and programs offering phone and video phone services; and

(8) the Federal Government should be prohibited
from promulgating regulations and adopting
policies that discourage the use and sale of
communications technology.

(10) Should rules be enacted to restrict Internet communications
Laws will be required to prevent Government Agencies from inacting
regulations detrimental to public interests

ke4hfo fort Myes,fL
33917

To err is human, but to really screw things up requires a computer

Experience is that marvelous thing that enables you recognize a
mistake when you make it again.

ke4hfo@gate.net ke4hfo@peganet.com



RECEIVED

NAY 1J 1996
fEDfRAll'n••u

vummUNICAnONS COMMISSION
OfFI~ OF SECRETARY

<merlin@vh.net>

A20.A20(kwerbach) '. ," (\D'\G\t..'fl.\
5/11/963:28pm . i HtE .)1V'{ ,In'" ~
Long Distance carriers Vs. Inte~C~t

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dear Sir;
I would like to take this opportunity to express my shock and disbelief at the proposal to ban internet voice

communications, not to mention video.
Although the FCC does have it's place and well mapped job I feel that it is not in the best interest of "the public" to

thwart new technology.

It is apparant to me that voice & video communications over the Internet is not only a good idea but finally puts the
LD companies in a competitive free market environment.

Is this not as it should be? Further, if you've ever tried some of the voice communications software over the net,
you'll find that it still isn't as clear, or effective as the "regular" phone connection.

Although that may change with technology, the FCC should not become involved with "private interest" groups such
as the long distance carriers.

At any rate, I just thought a note to you would be appropriate, and I hope you will take it in the spirit it is given.
Please DON'T support the petition, carefully review the LD carriers motives (loss of profits) for such a petition.

Thank you for your time.

Richard Shankman



RECEIVED

NAY 13 1996

fEDERAl COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
OFFICE Of SECRETARY

N'\t'IlIET FILE ropy ORIGINAL
COMMON CARRIERA~ .1· . v· .

Steve Jackson <sjackson@sun1.chntly.TRW.COM>
A16.A16(rm8775)
5/13/96 10:02am
report cc 96-1 0

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

A response to :
Report No. CC 96-10

March 25, 1996
COMMON CARRIER BUREAU CLARIFIES AND EXTENDS REQUEST FOR COMMENT ON

ACTA PETITION RELATING TO "INTERNET PHONE" SOFTWARE AND HARDWARE - RM No. 8775

in order to promote electronic commerce by facilitating the use of
Internet phone, Web talk or Cuseeme like software,

and for other purposes.
we the undersigned declare the above action to be an infringement on
UNITED STATES citizens ability to use the Information Super Highway.

In that:

(1) The ability to digitize information makes
carrying out tremendous amounts of commerce and
personal communication electronically possible.

(2) Miniaturization, disturbed computing, and
reduced transmission costs make communication via
electronic networks a reality.

(3) The explosive growth in the Internet and
other computer networks reflects the potential
growth of electronic commerce and personal
communication.

(4) The Internet and the global information
infrastructure have the potential to revolutionize
the way individuals and businesses conduct business.

(5) United States computer, computer software and
hardware, communications and electronics business are
leading the world technology revolution as those
businesses have developed and are prepared to offer
immediately to computer users worldwide a variety of
communications and computers hardware and computer
software that provide audio and video service.

(6) United States businesses seek to market the
products described in paragraph (5) in competition
with scores of foreign businesses in many countries
that offer similar, and frequently better products and programs.

(7) UNITED STATES businesses have been discouraged
from further developing and marketing products with
phone or video phone services because of regulatory efforts
by large corporate communications organizations, acting through the
Federal Communications Commission.

/rOC'd ._---'---

(8) The Federal Communication Commission is ignoring the fact that­
(A) there is no demonstrated public

demand for features which give
phone companies exclusive access to international
communications

and
(B) numerous alternatives are available commercially

from foreign suppliers and free of charge
from the Internet.

..-._-------



(C) the communications act of 1934 is outdated and in need
of modification due to technological advances in
international communications

(9) In order to promote electronic commerce in the
twenty-first century to realize the full
potential of the Internet and other computer
networks-
(A) United States businesses should be

encouraged to develop and market products
and programs offering phone and video phone services; and

(B) the Federal Government should be prohibited
from promulgating regulations and adopting
policies that discourage the use and sale of
communications technology.

(10) Should rules be enacted to restrict Internet communications
Laws will be required to prevent Government Agencies from inacting
regulations detrimental to public interests

Stephen C. Jackson

Stephen Jackson TRW Space & Electronics Group East
Sr. Electrical Engineer I SSTI 14320 Sullyfield Circle sjackson@chantilly.trw.com
Phone: (703) 802-1828 Fax: (703) 802-1861

Chantilly VA 22021


